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Acronyms

ac-ft Acre-feet

AMUD Acton Municipal Utility District

AgriLife Texas AgriLife Research and Extension

BRA Brazos River Authority

BMP Best Management Practices

Census United States Census Bureau

CRP Clean Rivers Program

E. coli Escherichia coli

EPA United States Environmental Protection Agency
GIS Geographic Information System

GPS Global Positioning System

HoodCAD  Hood County Appraisal District

HCHD Hood County Health Department

IUP Intended Use Plan

LGWPPSC Lake Granbury Watershed Protection Plaarigte Committee
NLCD National Land Cover Database

NPS Nonpoint Source Pollution

NRCS Natural Resource Conservation Service
OSSF On-site Sewage Facility, septic tanks

State State of Texas

SELECT Spatially Explicit Load Enrichment CalcutatiTool
SSURGO Soil Survey Geographic Database

STATGO State Soil Geographic Database

TCEQ Texas Commission on Environmental Quality
TPDES Texas Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
TWDB Texas Water Development Board

USDA United States Department of Agriculture
USGS United States Geological Survey

WPP Watershed Protection Plan

WWTP Wastewater Treatment Plant

319 Section 319 of the Clean Water Act

305(b) Texas Water Quality Report

303(d) Texas Impaired Water Body List
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